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(BHES FRIIEBE ) 55378 RTS8 (ABGS), T IHLR R ZUE /KA, #R7T TR T ABGS
R RRCR . SR, BT e h e S AR AR R WS, BB 4, TE5E 42 d B E R LA
RFRFESR 129 d B5F7 A ABGS 26 145 d i ABGS B F-SpRiA2 A5 e B e B 40514 0.46 mm AT 1750 mg/L,
TSI FFEECN 51.43 mL/g, 15RM4%E a BTN 17.48 mg/L, HEE N Blastopirellula (16.70%, X}
FHE, TR ). SM1402(12.91% ). Nitrosomonas( 7.78% )55 , (R3AHIE N Chlorella( 88.06% ). #£ 1~67 F1 105~131 d
NE AL THLE (TIN) ERRIEEhEK, 16 68~104 d Fi1 132~145 d EAM TIN EBERHIHEET 100%F1 60%.
PR SRR A B8 N, 55 100 d FFARTRIFTE 15 mg(O)/(L-hy /ity BERFMEEBRAY TIN 7E 15%~100%
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Cultivation and denitrification perfor mance of algal-bacterial
granular sludgein inorganic wastewater
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Abstract: Algal bacterial granular sludge (ABGS) was cultivated by adding exogenous algae liquid
(Chlorella) and flocculant (cationic polyacrylamide) into a light sequencing batch reactor using aerobic
granular sludge (AGS) as carrier, and applied for inorganic high ammonia nitrogen wastewater treatment.
The denitrification performance of ABGS with no mechanical aeration was further analyzed. The results
showed that, with the particle number and size continuously decreasing and the algae gradually enriching,
the algae-bacteria symbiosis system was successfully constructed on the 42nd day, and mature ABGS was
obtained on the 129th day. On day 145, the ABGS exhibited an average particle size and sludge
concentration of 0.46 mm and 1750 mg/L, respectively, the sludge volume index of 51.43 mL/g, and the
sludge chlorophyll a mass concentration of 17.48 mg/L, with the dominant bacterial genera being
Blastopirellula (16.70%, relative abundance, the same below), SM1A402 (12.91%), Nitrosomonas (7.78%),
etc, and the dominant algae Chlorella (88.06%). The removal rates of ammonia nitrogen and total inorganic
nitrogen (TIN) fluctuated greatly from the first day to 67th day and 105th to 131th day, and were close to
100% and 60% from 68th to 104th day and 132th to 145th day, respectively. The oxygen production rate of
algae showed an overall decreasing trend, and remained at approximately 15 mg(O,)/(L-h) at the 100th day.
The TIN removed by algal assimilation was between 15% and 100%.
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WHBURL5 e ( ABGS ) & —FhERGR (14 1 48 i
kil (AGS), it FA] DIZE AL S G L T 8
i R S AN A A s K AN 5 AGS M,
ABGS HAMKAEHE . ARBRHEHOR = B o (A 7= 5 [
SN, BN R — IR B A A R 5 K
REAR, —Leig 8 F RI BRI A RCRET R
i, kb ERE (COD) 5% %A (NH4-N) 1Y
SRR A (AR AL (C/N)) IR RS
M ABGS MR MERER MK, SHI 7 #E T —Fh [
SRR ABGS R4, THUMIES TXT C/N K 16
ARSI T A 3 P2 K BV (TN I R BR R 81.2%
LIU %% 1] ABGS AP C/N 2 8.6 HUREHLKR K
AR TN B3R358 98.4%F1 50.2% . SNIFFEN
SOV ABGS Ab BESZ BRI B JEI , TN ERRFRAL
H 29%,

HAT, 35% ABGS Fie FEA TGS E. AGS.,
TS VMR G AGS BOR S 4Y Afk
[ 15 77 FE I R4 bR B B HOIR A e B S
MILFERSTEDT %5 Wt 7 —A UG M V5 U 09
B 10 mL F#ASE A RS, GBS FAER 21 d B
A ABGS. ZEA SR FH AL AGS #ERT 60 d 555
i ABGS. HE Z5USIH| ] AGS 16 HAROGIH S N FERS
7 d 553 ABGS. LIU %506 635 Y8 Fn /N ER s TR
&, FEWF 38 d B3R ABGS. LI %] AGS Al
INEREAL BROCHL S S AR K, 8 I AN b Y R 4L
A, FEMT 50 d M TR AR R . AHMAD %1
¥ AGS 5 ABGS #&Jistlt 1: 1 #17RG, &N
120 d 78 7% ZL i R0 a4 1 85 57 1 58 2 Y ABGS.
ZHANG ZEURIga2e ko itz , #ERT 12 d 531
ABGS. BEIHRE AP, (HIiRE & & Eerkag 22",
YRS VORI Z HUTREERERS 4T, {H 0k AL AERT 18
WK, AGS BIE L& —Fh B sk A0, (HEk
RAE IV RIS . I, A RO A A R
SCHL ABGS PR EUEE AT IR E . ABGS AbFEXT 5
ZRAPUEAD ) HARIHUE KT ABGS AYREFE
FR R REO o S AT IR A8 . RS S T AURG e
TR IR, (AR IR S R SR S
S ReE S REK, HREKRETHLE AR E KT
HERH, B 2SR 2318 5 B B A

h T SRS TR T R KA, AR SR
FEENE SRR AGS AR, B 17RO AMNE
WO MRS ABGS, I T LS A A K
AR, PRRTCHUMIRES AT ABGS B RCR
LIV N B T AR - Ll R AR BRI AR

1 SEISERS

11 KFENE

NH,Cl, NaHCO;, Tlg, iidbsCrRHE B fr
AIRAT; KHoPO,, 50814, | A CHERME A
FRATH]; NaNO,, NaNO;., & DU Z R (EDTA ),
srpral, POEERLERAD A BRAF]; Fex(SO4)s, 4341
afi, E 2L WA R A F s MgS04+7H,0 .
CaCly, 4rtfrali, Kt KEib2#ilm); BG11 5%
FRIE, bral, S SR Tl R A E R
PR PHEFRNEERE (PAM, AHXT 53 T &
1200 J3), srirél, iz bR RNEE B0y A B
NCI

AKDS- Il BIZEK ML, B RS R TR & A
FRZSF]; LC-TY96- TN HUEm i AN M i e, L ifg
TR R A BRA E] 5 TG16-WA 8 4 25 3B O
B, BRI = AR T 2 A FRZAF]; ADQ LED
ARG, T AT CHBHIARA R ; FuXing
AU 7 Y, P4 R AR ACO-012A AU
WA R, BT B 2L KR R A FRA A
BT100F-1 BUBESNAE, {5 IR miARHE A R A A
JPB-607A U4 A7 i A e A, AR 224X
P AT BR S F) ; PB-10 8 pH -, FEZ A 254
( B ROARNT; X-7S BILLHN-A] WA
FEIt, BT AR A BR A E] 5 illuminaMiseq2x
300bp BIGAYIMF -6, ET AW TE (LiF)
et A BR A
12 Ak
1.2.1  RAuE &R IE KA B )

KR THL A AR K, Z A NH,CL AL,
NaHCO; & fL6% B A T HLak IR, KH,PO, #2132 ik
(TP), EDTA 1 BG11 $;3RIL Rtk o &,
BB BREME TR S IOCER[23TWEC . pH 4
FEAE 7.5~8.5, FEI5 QYA AT EWE | BE A
TP ik ESEE LR 1,

F 1 pH Ay (PSBR) EEHKSE

Table 1 Main influent parameters of photo-sequencing
batch reactor (PSBR)

Af(al/d
1~104 105~118 119~129 130~145
NH;-N Fif e /(mg/L) 100 150 200 100

B /(mmol/L) 9.0 13.5 18.0 9.0
TP it ik ¥ /(mg/L) 2.88 2.88 2.88 2.88
PRI B /(mg/L) 20 20 20 20
R /[kg/(m*-d)] 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.2
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1.2.2 ABGS #3 5

2 b i R R T 2 50 250l S I e 9k 8 3R G
W, FEEWEANC/NEREE (Chlorella ), 1 L WEWRAEFRH
% PSBR (& 20 cm, 42 192 cm, ARUA S L)
JE RGBT N 2.05 mg/L ( A2 a it ), fi
45 d FEBE 3 d ZEUTRETT 5 min BT N 5 g/L
B PAM YA 15 mL, {2 PR UTRE .

A5 I L5 = PR v AF (SBR)
AR AGS, B BB, AR, 25450 .
P B TR Y AR B i (MLVSS) S5 EFY)
R By OB R W B ( MLSS ) W fH (AR A
MLVSS/MLSS ) 4 0.90, MLSS 4 7540 mg/L, ¥
RN 1.16 mm, Pkifb3H 98.78%, 30 min V576
AR (SV) (SVs) 5 5 min 5T (SVs) Bk
i (fAIFR A SV3¢/SVs) M 0.96, J5IRAFFEE (SVI)
H 3448mLlg, MANR AW (EPS) & &N
30.74 mg/g(MLVSS), &HHJi (PN) /285 (PS) JiT
w A (fAiFRA PN/PS) 4 0.47. AGS AbBE C/N Ky
1 PR KR, XA . BIHLA (TIN) LBR%E
SRK 94% . 66%, COD &A% 60%.

PSBR #7K % 50%., Kz T2 AN (12h),
FFEHK (5 min) -BEPE (295 min) -## (60 min ) -
PiFE (295 min) -#E (60 min) -UTHE (3 min) -
K (2min), FIMASSHRAT 0.5 h (510608, AR 1)
HHOCHAF KA 11.5 ho PUBHERES 3 750~
850 r/min, LED %]y MR EE 294 10000 lux, SCH:
TER ZbT, KIRAERRTE 28~32 °C,

1.3 S

A . WHAR (NO-N), &S%E (NOx-N ),
SV. SVI. MLSS. MLVSS M (/K F KA I 43
Mroruk ) MsEPY, TIN M2 A . NO,-N Fl1 NO;-N 2
o FHBESAAPLIC RIS RIES . RiAR R H i
IPEEIERS WA (DO ) R A 5 2 7 i 4 2
G 5E o pH 2R A pH T HIE . =S HUR I E 7% 3
HR[26]77 1 : A PSBR 5256 i HH 45 o 7K T E 100 mL
RARAY, MEEFKEE 3B, MABENE
PHIFETTE A 2 100 mL 2 5 S8 5 4 A B #5 2
Vs i S R AR A, TG T B RERR I PR A T
S REFNGEEYEE DL T 430 5 DO B f: B s [7] () £
WIE, H5A W E 228 . AT % 3% {SOUR,
mg(0,)/[g(MLVSS)-h]} /)il 5 2k Fi 2 % SCRik [27] 7
B, e 53R e LR EGHE R (SOURy ) Mk
I L FESHR ( SOURy ). EPS 2 PN Al PS ZAll,
K ADAV Z5EPSE 22 A SR BGE I 52, SR F it SC
HR[2917 I 5E PN 7 2, SR FH B IR 2K 13 10
PS &P, g E a MY WEREREA R
10 mL, P4 5000 r/min B5.0> 15 min, 45 3] 095980

AE] 5 mL ARBU L 95%1 L BE, 4 CREALTICE 1
d; FLL 5000 r/min B0 15 min /75 EiEW, LUK
TR E 95% 1 L BE R X BRI 58 A0- 7] U 43 0 BE
I 5E M IS IRTE 652, 665 nm AL MIEOLRE, HAK
HHEARIICHR[30], WA FEAAR L (1) BY,
R 7 A AR BT T 2R R A B BRI A

CO, +0.12NH; +0.01H,PO; +0.69H,0 —

1.190, +0.11H" +CH,; 4N ,0036P00r (1)

It 2R A R SE B R AE 300 mL HETE kAT
M PSBR H1H 300 mL Je/KIR A, KB F/KIETE
3, BRI IEW, KRR 0TS Ve A ) 3
NI, Z818/K 2 25 28 300 mL . A [R] i 05
R E SHOLER 2.

*2 MAEERNE LR SR
Table 2 Denitrification rate determination test parameters

J— JB RV BE /(mg/L) " g;; &M
FEJ NaHCO; 2, gk (L/min) (t/min) nE

AAAL NHI-N 100 840  — 2.8 — 1
WAEEM NO-N 100 840  — 2.8 — 1
SN AR NO-N 100 — 417 — 100 1
AL
PR A 4E NO-N 100 — — — 100 1
AL
SNERYEREE NO-N 100 — 417 — 100 1
B Ak
MIERYAREE NOs-N 100 — — — 100 1
B Ak

e =" RERE, TR

WE AR EWRE (FA, mg/L), FEVASRE:
Wl (FNA, mg/L) MWAYERERFR 2% (NAR) By
HaEZECEk[32], X (2) ~ (4) Fiw:

17 p<10°H
FA—ﬁX 6334273+ || opH (2)
_46 P
FNA*ﬁX o 23001273+6) | 1 oPH (3)
NAR=—*2__ (4)

PrTP3
L. p W AKEERREE, mg/L; pH MK
pH; py MHIKEAEAR T EWEE, mg/L; p; MK
AR R, mg/L; 0 M/KIE, °C.

% Mlumina MiSeq2x300bp - 5 #4173 T 16S
tDNA JE[H Illumina MiSeq M7, 4HE 414 X8 K
V3~V4 X, MiSeq ¥ & B 595358 341F:
CCCTACACGACGCTCTTCCGATCTG ( barcode )

CCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG #1 805SRGACTGGAGTT
CCTTGGCACCCGAGAATTCCA GAC TA CHVGG
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GTATCTA ATCC, HARY 75 W22 SCHR 3314
R, ELEIFIE 18S rRNA B 18SV4 X, BN
18SV4F: GGCAAGTCTGGTGCCAG Il 18SV4R:
ACGGTATCTR ATCRT CTTCG.

2 ZHR5WE

2.1 ABGSHES
K 15 ABGS 1E:FH 140 d WIFE S,

a—ld;b—14d;c—17d;d—42d;e—77d; £—106d; g—129 d;
h—140 d
K1 ABGS A[HE ] Py BT 75 1k
Fig. 1 Morphological changes of ABGS
M 1T ATLAE i, Hefl AGS B 8, JEIk
ANHEI, 258 (El la). 5 14 d, WSS &
W RURLRIE I, g D B 2 20, B AR ik
B (B 1b); 55 17 d, PURLECE KoRiAR 2 4% 2 8
AN, REWEMERE, FEE IR (F
le), RUIBERIFIRAR; 56 42.d, W05 MR
Jil, FRIEER A K, R R A R AR (]

1d); 55 77d, RPUREAMN R, #E 2 RE 0@ IR
HEFM (F le); 4106 d, 5 PFRGE— £/,
KoL AR ERG e (K 1f); 55129 d, #E
AR = e G5 A ., LSRN B8 A ik, %
A RSB T 358 T 0 B0k Ak 18] 1 )3 55 140 d, ABGS
B A ek (B 1h), AT, BESRTCHLEE S
WIS AGS S frfia, (/R RE LLBURL Ay 25
IR A1
22 SiRELMER
22,1 FRAZSAIEMRLE

23k 145 d W9is 4T, MLSS H145 1 d B9 7540 mg/L
W% 1750 mg/L, MLVSS/MLSS H 0.90 J&# % 0.36,
SVI M 34.48 mL/g # % 51.43 mL/g, SVso/SVs Ml
0.96 H1Z 1.00, HE s R 5 W E 1 AGS it Jokr
BN A, FBITCHLE K 4 B G A 2% 18 25 5
FEAGS BIFRAR, (XT3 R AR R A TR BB R M AN
Ko
222 FHEREBEAE

K 2a Jyi5 iR Fkiie R mioki b R A8k, MIE
2a W LAE Y, 1~145 d, {5 PORAL R A2k 451
AW, &5 55.12%F1 0.46 mm, SZE4E
EF,0.3 mm DA A5 e s H A 1 d A 1.22%
WE 44.87%, b i KRR X R H 1.0~
1.4 mm (62.64% ) 25N 0.3~0.6 mm ( 52.28% ). H
BT O, V5 e 0K Ak R K ST YR AR s/ 32 B
1.0~1.4 mm PR AR T8, X TR THk= 4
PLIRIR , FECA FRMAED A K18 DL 5 & AN
R RAA SR U AR A TF b YR TR ety (P 2 G YR
SRy ey (27 N
223 EPS

&l 2b 24 EPS my7224k. MIE 2b WJLIE Y, PN
MPS & 7 W AE 4.62~20.15 Tl 8.54~24.58
mg/g(MLVSS)Z ], —FHMARE FE T PN/PS &
EPS &g, HIRFEREERR KL TFAR
FERAS, BEESRMGBEY (IR ) B T
W4 EPSPY, MigEErEREZ MY (W) 4
W EPS BE 1 2200 3847 1 R v o B 2 Ui S v S A
FATURE P 10 TR 2 B 2 IR B AR, 30 PN PS
J EPS it 5.
2.2.4 SOUR

& 2¢ 2 SOUR [W781k. M 2c WTLIEH, &
NEsfS B G, SOURy Ml SOURy S4B Wi/, — %
ST 15 d 5 29 d FFER# T F2% . /i 71d N,
SOURW/SOURy 4EHF7E<1, MGIEHRTE 2.06~1.92 2
() o 00 2 g A 7 SN B ML M 41 o o 3 3
TR A2 TR T B AN, T S D P Y R A
Bob A HURIEITEL. BEE ABGS MIIERL, L4
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T PR B O 5 T S R A T
225 vt FEa

2d Ryt SR E a JoT Ak B R A ) A 8 Ak o DA
2d ATRLEH, BI30d, 15IRMEEE a sk R
Hom (096~3.19mg/L ), Z 5 & 7 17.48~
19.94 mg/L., &5 5WEEHNAY 42 d B AL b s 1
Ak Rz &, Hd, %145 d BH5 M5 a [l
B E N 17.48 mg/L,

10Fa 14
90 | —.— %)ﬁﬂ’ﬂcg 41.2
8ot 5 ez - Hphifs 10%
S0t 1
g@_ \. los @
ﬂgso- 3 o6&
&40_ /’ . O.GH_
30t 10.4
20¢ / {02
18- / / .
1 100 145
s ] /d
50F
_ 45}
240-
35|
%30
= 25
%20
£ 15
10
5
0715 23 29 36 43 57‘171:1 78 100110115130140
i/
—~ 80 5
::70_°7 EZ SOURy
E Eggggi/somzﬂ | 4%’”
%50- 132
40} &
%"30- v -25
ol e Bt rEA |
08 15 23 29 36 ?‘1/7:11 85 100 128 140
g
g%:d Z
2l 7. BB,
s AAARRD
12 1008
& 10] 1110
E 0
% o 1111
% o 111111
= 5t w0

A E/d
a—HRif2I3 M ; b—EPS; ¢—SOUR; d—M4t% a JFRWSY
B2 5kt
Fig. 2 Physical and chemical properties of sludge

23 BiTkERE
23.1 MK

K 3 s e Btk feny gt . K 3 W LLE
th, m767d, H/KAE T EWKETE 7~80 mg/L Z[H],
68~104 d FEAFETE 10 mg/L LLF, 105~129d &
12~97 mg/L ¢ 31, 130 d J53EAEIRE; 7E 1~15d,
7K NO,-N Ju it il i HAEa %, H2E 16 d TR W
BAE, 95 30dJ51E31~72 mg/L; 1~145 d K
NO;-N JEE W EHA<S mg/L; 1~67 d FHK TIN
JF R BETE 33~85 mg/L P 5, 68~104 d AR ELE
33~41 mg/L, 105~129 d 7F 62~162 mg/L =z [a] 5,
55130 d J5 2 #i /NI T 140 d F2E 7E 35~ 39 mg/L.

FE 1~67 F1 105~131 d N, AR LB RIS K,
3591 20%~98%F1 21%~100%, FHoAlRF[H] ( 68~104 d
H1132~145 d HZIT 100%. [RIFE , 78 1~67 1 105~131 d
W TIN EBRFBPEhER, 55308 15%~67%F1 0~
69%, HARF[H] ( 68~104 d 1 132~145 d ) Z7E 60%.

00 F —=#KNH;N - H/KNH;N  — HKNO:N
|+ HANO-N  — HKTIN

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110120130 140
FifjE]/d
K3 59 BRrkae

Fig. 3 Pollutant removal performance

232 AN T G LA
Bl 4 R %F 145 d B B8 FE 3] PN 5 e ) 8 i R

B T B e |
801 Lo o pH |
| 1 —a—H/KNHFN | |
%ﬁ o o mnon | |00
% 60 /% - —a—HKNON |
@ i —o—HHAKTIN | 187
c ° ° i T
55405~ PN \§/9”§\¢ o &
B %\§\ [ 5—e—% 84
i A —§/§‘§/ !
# 20 fo—3— 95— | :
: i—}~-—i~§\; 181
O o s S i S PO
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
A 1A)/h

P4 LT JE I P SR

Fig. 4 Denitrification rule in typical cycle

MIE 4 aTLUE H, 7Edi B s, oK R
Hi7K TIN S 3 2 el IV E, H7K NOo-N fitie
Ve B IR A, UK NO3-N Btk B A A A 5 1
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BARIKS-, pH AR/ NESH . FERT Sh N, ZA
S TIN W FEZTTEE , @AW KT NO-N Hl
NO;-N fH 24, [Ff NAR>90%, H pH ZEfbA K,
BWRE KA T WA E RIS, 5~6 h
F, H K SRR R U R R, K NO-N i
WREA pH JLTZERRAE, RFIZMBILIEIOLS
VeI R4 A R . 6~10 h B, 428 /0 5 F NO>-N
B EFE M, pH EMETE. 10~12 hif, HK
GER TR R K TIN B v B ) AP AR,
NO»-N B R EHILAANAE, pH FEFE 8.55 A4, B
A B FAAE R R R
233 BLERGR FAFe LR TTAR R

 Sa WA 1. 145 d B0 A9 B =R, K] Sb
R EESS ORI A D ) 5 2R DT R R DA R PR A 7 AR R

- ) E214d
21454

W
(=
(=]

N
W
(=]

%%

N
=1
o
N\

JBtH %/ {mg[g(MLVSS)-d]}
g 3

w
(=]

A PA . A

o% %m %ﬁ
£F %Q@%@%@%

Bl gl «ﬁ«
@%ﬁ% %ﬁ% ?@% ﬁﬁ%@ e

b 22 B OO 4 — PR 150
100_7777777%22 z
%80_ % % 7 -1003”
S0 % £
§ % {50 %
=op MG B
20l N Nt 1T 1o i

15 23 29 36 43 71 85 100 128 140
e fEl/d
Bls AR (a), A EARAB A TR (b)

Fig. 5 Nitrogen removal rate (a), oxygen production rate
and nitrogen removal contribution rate (b)

ME 5a TLLE W, 453 145 d Wisdtr, LT
%14, Em&&&ﬁm{ﬂﬁﬂﬁ%_?ﬁfﬁﬁiﬂd o Hor,
]]Zﬁéﬁam FEE | PRIV PR k340 I R K AN IR
STV T e 30 i R s /D B S B I, 90 93% L I
M 5o ATLAE Y, S8 AR R R kM
%5100 d TFIAIRFRTEZ) 15 mg(0,)/(L-h), 4 DO,
WK [F AR A e ik 7K TIN 550 S R Ak 22 R 1
TIN 7£ 15%~100%2 [0, 256 WS 4 5842k
ATHN, ABGS MRS 2 /45 4 1R 1 [F) 20 il 1k
R AAE, DL s A R A A . MENG Z507HIESE

—E ML IR REE = A I m  E LIIE ABGS H A
HEATHTRAC G Bl . AR, TR A R
ki T ABGS g, HENJE i A 7E ABGS g
) B 2 T AR A /N BT
2.3.4 FA. FNA #= NAR #§ T b
¥l 6 & FA. FNA & NAR 5%, W& 6 7] LIFE

i, 1~67 F1 105~129 d (1) FA [ 3 B 43 I AE 0.11~
12.51 A1 0.31~12.67 mg/L Z[a)5h, 4 REZHIEN
TAETF 1.0~10.0 mg/L 1, KA FAPYX &AL
(AOB) W Agfz k& LT (NOB ) Ay il vl 7
WM 10~150 K 0.1~1.0 mg/L, ] FA 25411k NOB
AP . 68~104 Fll 130~145 d A FA FEA<1 mg/L,
AT NOB [T P I8 FEl A, 5 05 2k e A8 A b 46
—3; FNAPXS AOB. NOB 410 i 3t [l 43 % K
0.42~1.72 } 0.03~0.22 mg/L, Wil 6 H#, 1~145 d
) FNA 7E 0.00001~0.01551 mg/L Z A5, AN1E
AOB Fl1 NOB (& PEMIHIERI N . 1~15 d 1 NAR 7E
15.1%~97.0%Z A% 3l , B BEA4ERFTE 80%L) |,
5 b N RRE SRR RN AL &

2

g 8

: Mg Ml
|

oot M
2t Ll
5 2

0010 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110120130140
Bt al/d

Kl 6 FA. FNA l NAR [#7£4k
Fig. 6 Change of FA, FNA and NAR

24 HETH
24.1 BB

3 MR AGS (SO) ARV . 25 135 d A
ABGS (S1) RY4HEE V& FZE 135 d Bf ABGS (M1)
) L A RV 2 R IE S 80

ML 3 FTLLEH, 3 MREARE T RN 100%,
T B P 25 SR R S AR AR () LS . SO AT ST Y
FFHVECRIE2E OTUs A B3 Kfa#, S1 Y Ace Al
Chao 85013 % 291.00, FWIAHE Y Fh 2 F 5 Br o
Ko SO F1 S1 i Shannon (3.36 il 3.54 ), Simpson
(0.07 #1 0.07) f8EEALAK, M1 B Shannon Fl
Simpson 45124 0.51 F1 0.78, FHI4NTHE AL £ 4%
P, EENEYZ R RAL. S0, ST Al M1 1Y
Shannoneven 4351 0.64. 0.62 F10.15, FH S0 I
S1 WA F & BE o A5y, i M1 IR F 3
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Table 3  Bacterial richness and diversity
AR L REHES R
FEA W4 OTUs R i Shannoneven R %
Ace Chao Shannon Simpson
S0 26342 184 204.56 215.5 3.36 0.07 0.64 100
S1 67490 291 291.00 291.0 3.54 0.07 0.62 100
Ml 130412 29 29.00 29.0 0.51 0.78 0.15 100
242 MBI P> 1%MEE ). WK 4 ATLUEH, SO F1 ST 1Y

2% 4 0 SO F1 S1 BYANTE 2 A (= P AN AR AR IE S 12 45T, 19 D400 30 &

x4 HEIHK
Table 4 Bacterial structur
S R MR i
SO S1
Proteobacteria/Alphaproteobacteria Paracoccus 4.23 1.66 EPS Zrilh . SCAH LMY
Unclassified_Rhodobacteraceae 3.18 0 FR1-ViA
ProteobacterialBetaproteobacteria Thauera 21.83 3.13 EPS /3l . J2 i fp?
Unclassified_Burkholderials 7.08 0 PR
Nitrosomonas 5.45 7.78 HEM
Unclassified_Rhodocyclaceae 2.48 0 SRR
Xylophilus 0 11.31 —
Unclassified_Comamonadaceae 0 3.36 FRT-ViA
Rivibacter 0 1.86 IR AR
Simplicispira 0 1.11 PR A A AR
Unclassified Xanthomonadaceae 7.52 0 SR A
Proteobacterial Gammaproteobacteria UnclassifiedGammaproteobacteria 2.21 0 —
Acinetobacter 1.43 0 SRR
Proteobacteria/Deltaproteobacteria Unclassified Polyangiaceae 1.99 0 T 20 )
Bacteroidetes/Unclassified_Bacteroidetes Unclassified Bacteroidetes 9.64 0 Fits R S8 AL 1P
Bacteroidetes/Bacteroidla Unclassified Porphyromonadaceae 1.02 0 —
Bacteroidetes/Cytophagla Ohtaekwangla 7.93 0 EPS Zrupt!
Unclassified_bacteria/Unclassified bacteria Unclassified_bacteria 9.00 0 —
Planctomycetota/Planctomycetes Blastopirellula 0 16.70 —
Planctomycetota/Phycisphaerae SMI1402 0 12.91 KA AE
Bacteroidota/Bacteroidia Norank Microscillaceae 0 2.48 SRS
Norank AKYH767 0 2.36 SFEm R
Cyanobacterial Cyanobacteriia Norank Chloroplast 0 5.56 JeAEHEY
Bdellovibrionota/Bdellovibrionia Bdellovibrio 0 3.56 FAEMHDY
Patescibacteria/Dojkabacteria Norank_Dojkabacteria 0 3.49 —
Patescibacterial Microgenomatia Norank Candidatus Pacebacteria 0 1.23 —
Chloroflexi/Anaerolineae Norank A44b 0 2.13 A ML R AR50
Verrucomicrobiota/Verrucomicrobiae Lacunisphaera 0 1.95 —
Armatimonadotal/Fimbriimonadia Norank Fimbriimonadaceae 0 1.60 —
Acidobacteriotal Acidobacteriae Norank 73.190 0 1.07 —
HiAt 15.01 14.75 —
TR SO FZM TN Proteobacteria (37.76% ) HAXTF BE 3 T %, Bacteroidetes #il

WOk LR BB
Planctomycetota ( 30.89% ). Bacteroidota ( 5.81% ).

(63.52% , MXTEE, TIE ) F Bacteroidetes
(21.23% ); 5 SO L%, S1 BY Proteobacteria

Unclassified bacteria
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Cyanobacteria ( 5.56% ) F Patescibacteria ( 4.99% )
FEIMTT,

JEAKF-, 3 215 DR AT F SO TR 4l 3 2K hE
Wie: (1) Hikai g, F LR Nitrosomonas
(5.45% );(2) LA R , 4 Thauera( 21.83% ).
Unclassified bacteria ( 9.00% ) . Unclassified
Xanthomonadaceae (7.52% ). Unclassified Burkholderials
(7.08% ) %%; (3) LI LIhae TR E , WAL
YRS A E Unclassified Bacteroidetes (1 9.64% ) il
& 41 Unclassified Polyangiaceae ( 1.99% ) %514
JeHeE EPS ZrUAR) S FRANEA Ohtaekwangla (7.93% ).

S1 FZ5rL 5 RUIRETE : WTLARTR Nitrosomonas
(7.78%) % ; RAEALANE , W Thauera (3.13% ),
Unclassified_Comamonadaceae ( 3.36% ), Norank
Microscillaceae ( 2.48% ) #H1 Norank AKYH767
(2.36% ) %5 ; TRABLIIRER IR, WA bl
Y)W 7 Norank A4b (2.13% ) J3ft EL EPS 43
S FE W Paracoccus (1.66% ); ItAh, ABGS £l 5
HARAZEINRER SM1402 (12.91% ) FOEA
YEFH 40 B Norank_Chloroplast ( 5.56% ).

5 SO, ST AYAH A2 B S AR 2 12.62% )
I 7.17%, AL AR R (11.12% ) 8
BT 36.63% , TG IAE AR 1 S SR TR X R
(5.69% ) W/ T 13.87%. il £ 40 B AR S %
SR XN 18.47%, LI ES5RFEW, ABGS
AR T n s 58, R SNEAA B E SR
YIBFK T % . ABGS WITLH W& Blastopirellula
(16.70% ) J&—FpL A4, BRSO A 1E
REAE R R, R A E R L L R B
AR TARAN LR R 75— LA HEE SMI1402
(12.91%) ERA A AW, ik ABGS fE1ELF 4k
AOrIX, ATREAAE IR E A AL ARt . AR
M Bdellovibrio (3.56% ) REAARWEEANTE, M
A 2 20 A ) R LB SR
243 AHAR

5 0 M1ER R4, W& S TLIE N, Ml
FEALHE 2 ML), 3 MEER, H,
Chlorella ( 88.06% ) F1 Parachlorella ( 8.11% ) 7&HE
AT AERSEEE, H Parachlorella #{IESC & —
T ELAT it 2 M e 25T

RN RN

Table 5 Fungal structure

I1/40 & AXTEE%  ThEE
Chlorophyta/Trebouxiophyceae Chlorella 88.06 AR
Parachlorella 8.11 HAVEHET

Tubulinea/Echinamoebida Echinamoeba 1.54 —
FiAtb 2.29

3 it

(1) FELHUEAKAREE T, FERF 129 d IEEH
EUTREPEREL S (SVIh 51.43 mL/g ). #K4E Y&
W (SRR a R IE N 17.48 mg/L) LI F-HkL
£ h 046 mm By ABGS . H it # H & &
Blastopirellula (16.70% ) F SM1402 (12.91% ), 1
PR Chlorella (88.06% ), HAMTEHIEIEL
FEPEFIE AR AE T .

(2) 7F 68~104 d Fl 132~145 d /6], ABGS
KEATTH 0.2 kg/(m*-d), HAKEEM TIN LR
I3 AREAE 100%F1 60% 7547 o B A S far b, K
AAM TIN EBRFRE TR, KE 2 IRA T 0.2
kg/(m’-d)JF, A TIN ERRRUFEREE 100%
M 60% A4 . FEM B ARG MBI . Atk
BRI, B2 R BEA ST R B W 2 15%.
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